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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,6,7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Wu 
(Patent No. 5,986,636). 

Regarding Claim 1, Wu teaches about a video display card (Fig. 5, 50) that 
corresponds to the display circuit, a memory (Fig. 5, 52) that corresponds to the 1 st 
memory block, the video display card (Fig. 5, 50) that can act as the 2 nd memory block, 
the controller (Fig. 5, 62) that corresponds to the 3 rd memory block, the monitor (Fig. 5, 
60) is the display device and the comparison of the display parameters is done by the 
Microprocessor (Fig. 5, 10). The 1 st display parameters are taken from the memory 
(Fig. 5, 52) and the 2 nd display parameters such as the synchronizing signals are 
transferred from the video display card (Fig. 5, 50) to the microprocessor (Fig. 5, 10), the 
microprocessor does the comparison of the display parameters and the result of the 
comparison in the form of 3 rd parameters are output from the video display card (Fig. 5, 
50) to the monitor (Fig. 5, 60) via bus (Fig. 5, 70). 
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Regarding Claim 6, Wu teaches about synchronizing signals (Fig. 7), which are 
modified to form new signals (col. 7, lines 24-31). The reference teaches the formation of 
new signal which can act as the 3 rd clock, based on the comparison of the horizontal 
synchronizing signal and the blanking signal, that can act as the 1 st and the 2 nd clock 
respectively. 

Regarding Claim 7, Wu teaches the transfer of display parameter stored in the monitor 
to the memory of a PC (col.4, lines 23-26). The monitor will correspond to the display 
device and the PC will correspond to the electronic apparatus. The reference also 
teaches the transfer of display parameters from the display to the PC (Fig. 8, S12), the 
comparison of the parameters takes place (Fig.8, S13) and the 3 rd display parameters 
are formed (Fig.8, S14) which is then displayed (Fig.8, S15), this corresponds to 
displaying images according to the third display parameters by the display device. 

Regarding Claim 8, Wu teaches that the display parameters consist of synchronizing 
signals such as the horizontal signal and the vertical signal (col. 8, lines 43-45), which 
correspond to the 1 st clock and the 2 nd clock and the modified synchronizing signal after 
the comparison step (Fig.8, S14) corresponds to the 3 rd clock. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wu 
(Patent No. 5,986,636). 



Regarding Claim 2, Wu teaches the claimed limitations except for executing the 
method steps only when the 1 st display parameters are not found in the first memory 
block (or memory 52). However in Wu, the data parameters are not required to be 
stored in memory (52) to function effectively, i.e. the data would be stored in video 
display card (50) instead. It would have been obvious to not utilize memory(52) in Wu's 
system if not needed as this would reduce the storage requirements needed. 



Regarding Claim 3, Wu teaches about ROM and SROM (col.6, lines 48-53), which 
would include memory blocks. Therefore it would have been an obvious to utilize a 
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ROM or an SROM that provides 128 bytes blocks because the memory can be 
partitioned into any arbitrary sized block. 

Claims 4,5,9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wu (Patent No. 5,986,636) as applied to claims 1,2 and 3 above, and further 
in view of Matsubara (Patent No. 6,124,850). 

Regarding Claim 4, Wu teaches the limitations of the claim except that the first, second 
and the third display parameters comprise resolution, scanning frequency and color 
features. 

Matsubara mentions the resolution and the scanning frequency in (col. 6, lines 21-23). 
Matsubara mentions the color features in (col. 3, lines 25-29). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention to apply within the invention of Wu the display parameters to be resolution, 
scanning frequency and color features as taught by Matsubara in order to have an input 
signal that can be displayed on a plurality of display devices. These parameters are 
modified into a different signal that can be displayed on a display device such as a 
monitor. 

Regarding Claim 5, Wu teaches about the microprocessor (Fig. 5, 10) that corresponds 
to the display circuit that compares the display parameters in order to form the new 
parameters. 
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Regarding Claim 9, Matsubara mentions the resolution and the scanning frequency in 
(col.6, lines 21-23). 

Matsubara mentions the color features in (col. 3, lines 25-29). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of 

the invention to apply within the invention of Wu the display parameters to be resolution, 

scanning frequency and color features as taught by Matsubara in order to have an input 

signal that can be displayed on a plurality of display devices. These parameters are 

modified into a different signal that can be displayed on a display device such as a 

monitor. 

Regarding Claim 10, Wu teaches about the microprocessor (Fig. 5, 10) that 
corresponds to the display circuit that compares the display parameters in order to form 
the new parameters. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Patents 6,046,737, 6,839,903, 6,927,746 deal with display 
modes and display devices. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Supratik Chakraborty whose telephone number is (703) 
272-7662. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (7:30 am - 3:30 
pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Razavi can be reached on (703) 272-7664. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



S.Chakraborty 
12/19/2005 
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